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Commissioner for Patents 

The Examiner's Answer for Application Number: 10/617,270 is returning from Appeal Specialist to Examiner on 19-January-2008. 

Because the ground of rejection is not consistent with the final rejection dated 6/23/05, claims (9&22 were added). 

Claims 9&22 were inattentive missing in the final rejection, page 4 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) rejection. Each, claim 9 and claim 22 is 

depending on claim 1 . The hybrid reactor (claim 1) is a stirred tank reactor (claim 9) and a batch reactor (claim 22). The same reactor 

having different name. The evidence that claims 9 and 22 have been considered in the final office action is at page 5, line 1, and, 

wherein batch reactor is hybride reactor in applicant's claim 1. The examiner apologies for missing claims 9&22 in the final office 

action. 
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